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2.31 (e) (3-) REPEAT 

INSTITUTIONAL ANIMAL CARE AND USE COMWITTEE (lACUC). 

A protocol usir»g nori-hiumani primales (NHPs) did r»ol contain a complete description ol ttie procedure used for Ihe 
implentelipn pf a ^utffiulanpovs mini-pump. Thw rJagqr^Hipn qhpes npf ppnlain any rdelailg regarriing the size t?f |hfi 
pumps, the langtTi ol the ilnosiona needed to Implant the devices, or the locations -^here Dhe pumps vvere to he 
placed. AcWitionglly, itte pfotocol did not coniain animat weight or sire parametefs. The procedure was to be 
performed more than once in order bo replace the pumpis. The proipcol was amended to remove trie pumps end 
inslsad use subcutaneous injections aller all the NHPs on the study had adverse reactions to the pumps. Veterinary 
staff slated that they did not know why the animals hat) adverse reactions to the pumps. 


The lACUC should ensure that protocols include a complete desertion of procedures perlgimed on regulated 
spocies prior to approving Lhd protocols si!i ihat artimal welfare issues may be ooiiskler'ed. in aclivitias requiring the 
implantaJlion of devices, use ol a specific size of transport enclosure, or any olber pertinent activity, the proloool 
ghould include a oomplgte dlesgr^ition of hnw |hpe enimel is being used in order that the lACUC may atlec|uefely 
assess the aewity. 

Previous correction -date: May 1 1 , 2D19. 


2.31 (e) W 

INSTITUTIONAL ANIMAL CARE AND USE COMMITTEE (lACUC). 

An amendment to a protocol using pregnanl sheep approved iransferring sheep found not lo be pnegnant {open) to a 
dilferent stuidy. The eirtetH^nent slater^ Ihel the pregnancy st&IUS is deferminetj during HJjcIgminal surgery using e 
small incrsion and manual palpation of Ibe uterus. A facility representative was ashed why a less Invasive method 
was nfli used lo detennine pregnancy status. He staled that only four percent ol the ewes were open and using an 
alienvative nneihud, such as ulirasound. would be dcisi prohibitive. A loial ol 34 ewbs were approved For use on Ibis 
protocol, meaning that Ihree to Four ewes on average would undergo an unnecessary surgery. 
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Animals should r*ol be subjected lo invasive procedures when nonmvasive alternatives are available, Ahernfilives to 
painlal surgeries, sijnh as uHresound, are readily evailalple dl this facility, thus perterming surgery eri epan awes is 
avoidable and unnecassary. 

The lACUC stiCKjId ensure that procedures are in place that assure that diecomrert and pain 10 animals will be limiied 
to tbose which are unavoklable lor me conduct of sciarttfically valuable rasearch. 

Corred immediately. 

2.33 (a) (S) 

ATTEMDIMG WETERIMAflIAN ANC ADEQUATE VETERINARY CARE, 

MMU 4£2&5 had intermiltent liquid stools from a'ta^TE through 3^13 when a diagnostic worfc; up was pertormed, 
revealing an intestinal infection. A nalalion in |he medical record slated that vaierinery slafi had asked For permission 
from a r^«arch assistant to obtain aamplos from tha animal six days prior to Ihe data tho samples ware oOlalnod. 

The animal continued to have liquid sto^s after irealment of the infcclion, and on 4.f1& blood was noticed both in the 
deqe and on ifta animal. On 4.'iB veterinary stall noted 1hal the animal had a positive alool culture fci' a diFlerenl 
organism and they had emailed the investigator io recommend the animal start anilblolic treatment. Tbe investigator 
s’ response was that the animal couW t>egin Irealment Ihe Following day to avoid interference with the research 
project. The aninnal appeared to recover alter the aniibiolio Irealment. 

MFJU had a higlory ot chronic vomiting. Qn 9^''12, q sfaff member noted that the animal had vomited si* times 

in less iban CMte month following two rourtde of irealment tor gestrilis. inlermitlent vomiLing was sJlll being observed by 
staff members jn Marcb ot £013 On S/Ai'lS, Ihe irwesligalorwas emailed with a trealment recommendation. On 
3.'S.''13 veterinary staff staffed that they wera waiting For a reply Inom the investigatcr regarding treatment opiiors. On 
3>'l3, staff again wrote that they were walling lor a reply from Ihe Invosllgalor regarding traatmoni options. Lator that 
same day they noted having a discussion with the investigator, and a decision was made to videotape the animal to 
confirm that ft was vomiting. On 3/1 5 stall slated that Ihey had sant a sacond amail racfuesling videotaping. The 
videotapinq look place on 3, *21 and 3i'£2. The animal was eventually found to have behavioral regurgitatton and 
received trealment for the condition. 

The veterinary slafi must have the auttiority to provide appropriate veterinary care for the animals at the facility in 
order to prevent unnecessary pgin or distress to those animals. Tbe lacilily should ensure that the velerintary slafi has 
the aulhoriLy lo troat sick animals without waiting aiicessivo periods of lime for parmlssjon from irivestigalors. 


Corract Immediately. 
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2,38 (t) [1) 

MtSCELLANEOUS. 

A lamb being transported in a crate with an atJull sheep (Ihe mother) was Mlled during an approKimalety two hour trip 
from UC Davis io second resesroh facilicy. The animal was bainp used in a heart disease etody. The lamb had 
song&ry al UC Dayla priw to shipment and was conaldafod to be In compromlaed health. Ttw 106 kg (233 pound} 
female sheep (ewe) was being shipped with ihtg lamb in an enclosure Designed lor smaller ewes The SOP (standard 
oparatirtg procedure] tor Sheep Trenspcri bo the second fecilily aiated Ibat the large Iranspdrt aeies used Id trersparl 
ewes and one or Iwo lambs measured 2B" in length by 32 " In widlln, and 35 " In height. A facility representative slated 
that in the past the ewes being used under the protocol were much gmaltef and that the crate currently in ijge was 
larger than the one specjliad in the SOP. The orale used to transport Ihe above aeiniala actually measured 46.6' in 
length by 26' in width .k SCT in height, as reported by the second research ladlily which was in possession of Ihe 
orate. The lACUC minutes From the iacilily receiving the animals stated that 'a very large ewe fell on a lamb during 
fransporialioti between UC Davis and.... only smaller awes will be Irarv^rtad goirrg forward. ' 

In response to the above ingident, the protocol was amerrier;! to state 'request that the vendor try not send us awes 
over lOdkg. The vendor will accommodate us when possible' The amendment also states that the lacillly will Ity 
transporting cwerfy large ewes separately Inom the lambs- 

Animals should bo handled carefully, in such a manner mat does not cause mem trauma^ ph^ical harm, or 
unnecessary disccmfon. The lACUC should ensure that SOPs are kept current and regularly reviewed to ensure they 
are appropriate tat ibeir designated enimal eclivity. The lAClJC should else ensure ihel corrective eelioris lor 
handling issues wll prevent similar problems from occurring in the future. Slating that the ewe was overly large is in 
this case the equivalent et staling that the crale was too small for the animal. The weight of the ewe in above inciiJent 
wa£ only seven kilograms (16.4 pounds) more lhan a 99 kg ewe that Is not considered overly large. The amendment 
does not address whether the crates are appropriate for the size oF the anirriate being transported, nor does rt 
incorperale changiea that will prevent a similar incir^nt in the future. 

Ccrrect immediately. 

An exil txleUng was conducisd with a Facility representallve. 
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